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Claim(s) discussed: 1-4,6, 7, 10.11. 15,17. 18,20.22,23. and 30 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: N/A . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)^ was reached. g)D was not reached. h)0 N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: _. 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Examiner indicated that claim 30 as written reads on making the 
HPV16 protein in a human subject, and thus genetic vaccination, which should have been included in the previous 
rejection of claims 24-26, 28 under §112, first paragraph. Ms Finnegan agreed to the Examiner's suggestion to insert 
the phrase "an isolated" before "human host cell" in line 2. Ms. Finnegan also agreed to correct certain §112, 2nd 
paragraph issues of claims 1-4,6,7,10,11,15,17,18,20,22,23, and 30 by an Examiner's amendment to make the claims 
more clear. 
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